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Praise be to Allah that is due from all grateful believers, a fullness of praise 
for all his favours: a praise that is abundantly sincere and blessed. May the 
blessings of Allah be upon our beloved Master Muhammad, the chosen one, 
the Apostle of mercy and the seal of all Prophets (peace and blessings of 
Allah be upon them all); and upon his descendants who are upright and 
pure: a blessing lasting to the Day of Judgment, like the blessing bestowed 
upon the Prophet Ibrahim (alaihis salam) and his descendants. May Allah 
be pleased with all of the Prophetic Companions (Ashab al-Kiram). 
Indeed, Allah is most worthy of praise and supreme glorification! 

The following is a succinct response(i) to the claims spread by Abu Khuzaimah 
Ansaari and Abu Hibbaan of Birmingham, UK, (2) whereby they spread a 
malicious claim made by one of the late leaders of their movement, by the name 
of Mahmud Jalalpuri (d. 1416 AH/1995 CE), which in the words of the former 
two entailed the following extravagant suggestion: 



1 This is the 2 n updated edition of this work. The 1 st edition was finalized in December 2007 
and the claimants to Ahlul Hadith, viz - Abu Khuzaimah and Abu Hibban have both failed 
to respond to this article let alone acknowledge that no distortion was produced by any latter 
Hanafi scholar or scribe. 

2 The file is found here: http://ahlulhadeeth.net/article/tahreefalghaalain.pdf 




"Alhamdulilllah this is the second and final treatise in the series which exposes one of the 
shameful distortions of the hanafee deobandee 's which they did in Sunan Abee Dawood, we seek 
refuge in Allaah from such distortions and false explanations ". 



The late Mahmud Jalalpuri entitled his short piece with the provocative title: 

Na'am as-Shahood a'la tahreef al-ghalaain fee Sunan Abee Dawood: Yes, We Do 
Have Witnesses Regarding the False Distortion of the Extremist's In Sunan Abee 
Dawood. 

Note, the late Saudi writer by the name of Dr Bakr Abu Zayd also spread this 
futile claim in his al-Rudud (p. 258)! This latter individual has also been shown 
to be unreliable in an earlier article that was compiled from this pen in response 
to Abu Khuzaimah and Abu Hibban regarding a narration in the Musannaf of 
Ibn Abi Shayba.(3) 

The following is from the front page of their futile claim: 

NA'AM ^S-SMAHOOD 
A'LA TAH RE E f 7 
AL-GHAALAIN 
FEE 

SUK^JSI ABEE DAWO OD 



S u lr lt. lt. it !X£alxtn ood J alsialp-oo ree 

_i PLtifu.1 Ticichciy *> t" c ZVl! u q u Llidct n 

Tiar^LaTed tty 
,<U>ll HibbAan &i '_l Ebuzaimati Axisaui 

I say: 



3 See the file here which also exposes the false claims of Zubair Ali Za'i and his colleagues 
from Birmingham here — http:/ /www.darultahqiq.com/ those-who-truly-Ked-against-shaykh- 
habibur-rahman-al-azami/ 

Download link — 

http:/ / archive.org/ download /THOSEWHOTRULYLIEDAGAINSTSHAYI<MAIAZAMI/THOS 
E%20WHO%20TRULY%20LIED%20AGAINST%20SHAYKH%20AL%20AZAMI.pdf 




Indeed, we too have witnesses that the real extremists have no proof that some 
later Hanafis allegedly tampered with a narration in Sunan Abi Dawud! This is 
not just a claim, but a fact that shall be demonstrated from scans from the 
classically recognised works of five acknowledged authorities in Hadith or fiqh, 
from upto 1000 years ago, and crucially so, these scholars are not from the 
Hanafi Madhhab. 

Mahmud Jalalpuri in response to a pamphlet mentioning the issue of the Rak'ats 
of Taraweeh stated: 



On the other hand one point has come to my attention from this pamphlet, which is new, it 
could be dangerous and a new fitnah may arise from it, so I think it is necessary to bring it 

6 

to the attention of the people so that in the future these impure and unholy distortions are 
stopped from entering the Deen. 

The point was that on page 5 of the aforementioned pamphlet a hadeeth from Abll 
Hlirairah (4) has been mentioned with the following wording, 

From al-Hasan from Umar bin al-Khattaab, that he gathered the people to stand behind 
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Ubayy ibn Ka'ab and he would lead the people in 20 raka'hs" (Abu Dawood) 

This is the text mentioned by the author of the pamphlet. The word (raka'h) in this 
Hadeeth are wrong, the correct wording is (Laylah) the correct wording of the Hadeeth in 
Abu Dawood are 

"From al-Hasan (Basree) from Umar ibn Khattaab who gathered the people to follow 
Ubayy ibn Ka'ab in the Prayer, and he Ubayy would lead them for 20 nights and he did not 
start the Qunoot except when half (of the month ie 15 days) had elapsed. Then when the 
last Ashara (last to days) would remain he started to pray in his house and so the people 
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began to say Ubayy has left us." These are the true words of the hadeeth, which mentions 
20 nights and not 20 raka'hs and it is apparent by bringing the word raka'h instead of 

laylah it to make this an evidence for 20 raka'hs (of taraaweeh), this is a shameful 

and disgraceful distortion in an important religious book. 

The question that may arise is that if in other manuscripts and copies the word raka'h is 
present instead of laylah, then how can one call it a distortion, then the answer is as 
follows. The reality of the copies, which mention the word raka'h will be discussed a little 
later, but first, lets look at those proofs and witnesses that prove a distortion occurred and 
there are many affairs to this. 

Footnote no. 7 above was quoted by the translators from Zubair Ali Za'i who 
claimed: 



4 I say: We have not seen this pamphlet and it does not make sense why allegedly the 
narration is from Abu Hurayra (ra) when it is patently clear that the narration at hand is 
ascribed to the days of Umar Ibn al Khattab (ra) by al-Hasan al-Basri! 




(Trans note) Shaikh Zubair Alee Z 3,3? CC said, "This is (ie such a 
narration being in Abu Dawood) is a pure lie. The edition of Sunan 

Abu Dawood which I have does not have this narration in it a all and the narration which is 
mentioned in it (ie Sunan Abu Dawood) (2/136) is, "That prayed for 20 NIGHTS." Imaam Baihaqee 
has mentioned his very same hadeeth from Abu Dawood and it contains the words 20 NIGHTS. 
(Sunan al-Kubraa (2/498). Similarly Mishkaat al-Masaabeeh and Tuhfatul-Ashraaf and others also 
mention this hadeeth of Abu Dawood with the words 20 NIGHTS. 

Imaam Zailaa'ee Hanafee also mentioned this hadeeth from Abu Dawood with the words 20 
NIGHTS in Nasb ur-Raayah (2/126). There are many other supports and witnesses for this but 

these should be sufficient for the people who are just and may the CUrse of Allaah be 

UpOIl the liars." End of his words. (Ta'daad Raka'h Qiyaam ar-Ramadhaan (pg.27). 

Like Zubair Ali, al-Jalalpuri also mentioned other later works of Hadith which 
mentioned the said narration from Imam al-Hasan al-Basri with the wording 
"20 Nights" rather than "20 Rak'ah". This is not the issue at the core of this 
response, but the matter at hand is to show that no Hanafi tampered and 
manipulated the wording from "20 Nights" to "20 Rak'ah" as claimed by al- 
Jalalpuri and his cohorts. The latter claimed further: 

We have clarified previously that all the manuscripts of Abu Dawood 

printed in India up until 1318H all had the words 20 
nights in the hadeeth and there is no sign of any 
differences. However when Maulana Mahmood al-Hasan 

Deobandee Hanafee) printed Abu Dawood with his notes, the publishers themselves 
or with the advice of someone, inserted the letter Noon (as an indication) in the text 
of the hadeeth just above the word 'Nights' and then in the footnotes the letter Noon 
was inscribed to denote a difference in the manuscripts and that the difference was 
'Raka'h' 

Later when Sunan Abu Dawood was printed with the notes of Maulana Fahar al- 
Hasan's (Deobandee Hanafee), the word 'Raka'h' was written in the text of the 
hadeeth and the letter Noon was inscribed above the word 'Raka'h'. Then in the 
footnotes the "Nights (Laylah) was written to denotes the letter noon meant there was 
a difference in the manuscripts. So everything was alternated and the intent was 
portray the understanding that there was a difference in the manuscripts. 

Likewise at the same time Bazal Majhood was printed with Sunan Abee 
Dawood and in the text of the hadeeth the word Laylah (Night) was mentioned 
and a sign of the letter noon was inscribed above the word Laylah and in the 
footnotes the word Raka'h was mentioned. With the word raka'h in the footnotes 

the following was mentioned, "This is how it is in the manuscript of 
Shaikh Muhammad Ishaaq." 




So this was all done without the explanation or clarification in mentioning who this was 
mentioned from, who saw the manuscript (with this word) and where it was now. Note 
also this statement "This is how it is in the manuscript of Shaikh Muhammad Ishaaq." 
Was not in the explanation of Maulana Khaleel Ahmad of Abu Dawood, rather it was in 
the text of Sunan Abee Dawood. So this quote on the basis of being mentioned from 
someone unknown is not reliable or trustworthy. Now it is apparent that it was meant 
from this little conspiring investigation that the impression is given that in some 
manuscripts of Sunan Abee Dawood the words 20 raka'h are mentioned so that this 
hadeeth may be presented in evidence for 20 raka'hs. However due to the presence of 
other witnesses if this little conspiracy is not considered to be tadlees and deception, 
then what should it be called or referred to. 



A similar claim was made by another anti-Hanafi writer from the Indian 
subcontinent known as Dawud Arshad in his Tuhfa Hanafijja (p. 38) 



THE RESPONSE: 

A common proverb states: "A picture tells a thousand words' \ and indeed to keep 
this response in expose of the futile and over hyped claims of the likes of al- 
Jalalpuri, Zubair Ali, Bakr Abu Zayd, Dawud Arshad and their followers in the 
East and West short and succinct, I shall present scanned evidence that two 
major Imams of Hadith from more than six and a half centuries ago had access 
to manuscripts of the Sunan Abi Dawud, with the very wording "20 Rak'ah" 
present in their copies well before the days of the later Hanafi Muhaddith, 
Shaykh Muhammad Ishaq al-Dehlawi (d. 1262 AH), who was one of the 
teachers of the leader of the "Ahl-e-hadith" in his time — Sayyid Muhammad 
Nadhir Hussain al-Dehlawi (d. 1320 AH/ 1902 CE)! Additionally, three earlier 
scholars and quotations from their works shall be presented here. 

These two major Huffaz of Hadith are none other than al-Hafiz Shamsud-Din 
al-Dhahabi (d. 748 AH) and his contemporary, al-Hafiz Imadud-Din Ibn Kathir 
(d. 774 AH). 

The first testification that no Hanafi had interpolated the wording from 
"Layla" to "Rak'ah" in Sunan Abi Dawud is from the Siyar a'lam an-Nubala 
(1/400-1) by Imam Shamsud-Din al-Dhahabi (d. 748 AH). The following is 
a scan from the printed edition of the Siyar published by Muassasa al-Risala, 
with the editing of the narrations by the well known contemporary Hadith 
expert, Shaykh Shu'ayb al-Arna'ut, with further notes by Hussain al-Asad. 

Front cover: 




^irvt — ^vtA 





Scan from Siyar a'lam an-Nubala of al-Dhahabi (vol 1/pp. 400-401) mentioning the 
narration from Sunan Abi Dawud with "20 Rak'ah" rather than "20 Nights": 
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In the above scans one may see highlighting of the relevant portions, as well as 
the footnotes by Shaykh Shu'ayb al-Arna ut who did well to mention some 
relevant narrations connected to the affirmation of 20 Rak'ats of Taraweeh with 



his personal authentication. One may also see that the edition of Sunan Abi 
Dawud used by Shaykh Shu'ayb did also have the wording as "20 Rak'ah". 

The second testification that no Hanafi had interpolated the wording from 
"Layla" to "Rak'ah" in Sunan Abi Dawud is from the Jami al-Masanid wal- 
Sunan of Imam Ibn Kathir (d. 774 AH). The edition used was the one 
published by Dar al-Fikr with the editing of Dr Abdal Mu'ti Amin Qal'aji. 

Scan from the front cover: 




4^: tJ^ 3 




Scan from Jami al-Masanid of Ibn Kathir (vol. l/p.55) mentioning the narration 
from Sunan Abi Dawud with "20 Rak'ah" rather than "20 Nights": 



jtA f* yfe ^ <i* >> ai - n • _ 

.^o^JI .1*5.3 



.«u&y j^J ^ ^ 



# # * 



The third testification that no Hanafi had interpolated the wording from 
"Layla" to "Rak'ah" in Sunan Abi Dawud is from Imam Ahmed ibn Farah al- 
Lakhmi al-Ishbili al-Shafi'i (d. 699 AH). 

Scan from the front cover of al-Ishbili's Mukhtasar Khilafiyyat al-Bayhaqi 
(Maktaba al-Rushd, Riyadh, 1416 AH): 





The actual page (2/277): 
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Note: 



Al-Ishbili's abridgement of the Khilafiyyat of Imam al-Bayhaqi (d. 458 AH) has 
a scribal error, for it should be "Layla" and not "Rak'ah." This is conclusive by 
checking the earliest surviving copy of the manuscript of the full edition of al- 
Khilafiyyat located in the Qayrawan library in Fez, Morocco, dated 729 AH 
(plate 261a): 




The fourth testification that no Hanafi had interpolated the wording from 
"Layla" to "Rak'ah" in Sunan Abi Dawud is from the Hanbali jurisprudent, 
Imam Ibn Qudama al-Maqdisi (d. 620 AH), from his infamous al-Mughni. 
Front cover of the published edition of Dar a'lam al-Kutub (edited by Dr 
Abdullah al-Turki and Dr. Abdal Fattah al-Halw, 3 rd edition, 1997, Riyadh): 




The actual page (2/580): 
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Note: 



The editors mentioned under note no. 3 (see red box) that the original 
manuscript of al-Mughni stated "Rak'ah", but they corrected it to "Layla" as can 
be seen in the blue box in the main text above. 

The fifth testification that no Hanafi had interpolated the wording from 
"Layla" to "Rak'ah" in Sunan Abi Dawud is from the Shafi'i faqih, Imam Abul 
Hasan al-Mawardi (d. 450 AH) in his al-Hawi al-Kabir (2/292). Front cover 
of the actual work published by Darul Kutub al-Ilmiyya (Beirut, 1 st edition, 
1994): 




Scan from the actual page of the above work (2/292): 



What is the correct version of al-Hasan al-Basri's narration 
in the variant copies of Sunan Abi Dawud? 



To exemplify what is the correct version found in Abu Dawud's Sunan one may 
find an independent book of Hadith containing the same narration with an 
identical chain of transmission to decipher the most appropriate wording 
transmitted by al-Hasan al-Basri (ra). Indeed, in the short collection of Hadith 
by Imam Ibn Abi Dunya (d. 281 AH) known as Fada'il Ramadan (p. 78); he too 
has narrated with his isnad (chain of transmission) the very same narration at 
hand but with the wording as "20 Nights" and not "20 Rak'ah". The following 
is a scan from this work by Ibn Abi Dunya, who was a contemporary to Abu 
Dawud al-Sijistani, with its front page: 





Actual page: 
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CONCLUSIONS: 



It is now patently clear with Allah's help to any unbiased reader that no Indian 
subcontinent based Hanafi had ever tampered with the said narration in the 
Sunan of Abu Dawud, by interpolation of "Night" into "Rak'ah" with deliberate 
intent to mislead the posterity. There must have existed some manuscripts of 
Sunan Abi Dawud well before 1318 AH, since al-Dhahabi and Ibn Kathir both 
had the wording as "20 Rak'ah" rather than "20 Nights", and as such, these two 
leading Huffaz of Hadith accepted the manuscript(s) with the wording "20 
Rak'ah", and they accused no one of tampering with this narration since they 
incorporated it into their Siyar a'lam an-Nubala and J ami al-Masanid respectively. 

Additionally, it has been shown in this second edition of this article that before 
Ibn Kathir (d. 774 AH) and al-Dhahabi (d. 748 AH), it was also quoted with the 
wording for "20 Rak'ah", rather than "20 nights" by Ahmed al-Lakhmi al-Ishbili 
(d. 699 AH), ibn Qudama al-Maqdisi (d. 620 AH) and the most earliest being 
from Abul Hasan al-Mawardi (d. 450 AH). 

As for the correct version of this narration we have shown it to be as mentioned 
with "20 nights" as testified independently from the Fada'il Ramadan of Ibn Abi 
Dunya. There are authentic narrations to establish 20 Rak'ats of Taraweeh as 
Shaykh Shu'ayb al-Arna'ut himself demonstrated in his notes to Siyar a lam an 
Nuba/a. 

Indeed, since the first edition of this article I have produced a reply to the well 
known distortions of Abu Khuzaima and Abu Hibban where they attempted to 
weaken and reject all the well known narrations for 20 rak'ats of Taraweeh. 
Please see the following link: 

http: / / www.darultahqiq.com/proving-the-authenticity-of-20-rakats-taraweeh/ 

With a more recent follow up to the blatant distortions by the above named duo 
against Imam Abu Hanifa and others from his Madhhab: 

http: / / www.darultahqiq.com/ answering-the-claim-that-imam-abu-hanifa- 
advocated-8-rakats-taraweeh/ 

As for the extravagant claims of al-Jalalpuri who accused some Indian Hanafis 
of tampering with the said narration by saying: 




"this is a shameful and disgraceful distortion in an important religious book. " 
As well as his saying: 

"A horrific deception like this most naturally and most certainly causes the heart of a 
believer to shiver and the specialty which was given to the Ummah of Muhammad 
(Sallalahu Alayhee Was-Sallam) are to remain protected from religious distortions and 
changes. Some people are still adamant on changing this specialty. A Muslim with honour 
is obviously angered by this and if something like this did not happen, then a defect 
remains in the truthfulness of an amazing Prophecy. " 

As well as that by Zubair Ali who said: 

"This is (ie such a narration being in Abu Dawood) is a pure lie. " 

We say in reply to their hyperbole: 

Al-Jalalpuri, Bakr Abu Zayd and Zubair Ali Za'i have now all passed away but 
their claims against the Ahnaf are something that they may have to explain 
further in the Hereafter; for their view was a vilification on those Hanafi Ulama 
who lived before his time. 

Will the two translators, Abu Khuzaimah and Abu Hibban now care to expand 
on this claim they made by applying the very same judgement on Imams al- 
Dhahabi, Ibn Kathir, al-Ishbili, ibn Qudama and al-Mawardi, instead of the 
Hanafis affiliated with Darul Ulum Deoband in India when they both said: 

Alhamdulilllah this is the second and final treatise in the series which exposes one of 
the shameful distortions of the hanafee deobandee's which they did in Sunan Abee 
Dawood, we seek refuge in Allaah from such distortions and false explanations. 

?i 

Or how about the preposterous title used by al-Jalalpuri: 

Na'am as-Shahood a'la tahreef al-ghalaain fee Sunan Abee Dawood: Yes, We Do 
Have Witnesses Regarding the False Distortion of the Extremist's In Sunan Abee 
Dawood. 

Would it be now unjust for the Hanafis to say that: 

"Yes, we do have superior witnesses regarding the false claims of the real 
extremists that Sunan Abi Dawud was not tampered by the Hanafis?!" 




Alas, justice is rare these days, so the pro-Hanafi reader should not hold too 
much hope that these amateur claimants to Hadith Mastership from the so 
called "Salafi" sect would take back their claim with a full fledged public 
acknowledgment that well before 1318 AH, al-Dhahabi and Ibn Kathir did have 
or knew of manuscripts of the Sunan Abi Dawud with the wording "20 Rak'ah"; 
not to also disregard a written apology for falsely accusing Indian Hanafi Ulama 
of the past for allegedly tampering with the said narration. Additionally, al- 
Lakhmi, ibn Qudama and al-Mawardi are the latest witnesses against the false 
claimants of this age. All this is said further to these opponents after providing 
this updated edition. 

Wallahu a'lam 

Peace and Ulessings on the Prophet Muhammad, his Family, and all his Companions. 
Abu I Hasan 

1 st edn - Bid al-Adha 1428 AH/ December 2007 
2 nd edn - 28 th Safar 1435 AH/ 1 st January 2014 



